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I am grateful for the dedication and 

caring exhibited by their staff, and 
they deserve our recognition. 

Another problem unique to the Flor-
ida Keys is one of housing. We have a 
problem with nonconforming down-
stairs enclosures. Through years of 
mismanagement and lax oversight by 
Monroe County and FEMA, many Keys 
homeowners built what they consid-
ered legal downstairs enclosures. 

Residents with nonconforming disclo-
sures are denied the ability to acquire 
flood insurance. In an area with a long 
history of hurricanes and other severe 
weather events, this is intolerable. 
Florida Keys homeowners are required 
to bear the price of mistakes made by 
the county and FEMA for structures 
that were issued permits and were le-
gally constructed. 

b 1800 

This is a community which cannot 
afford the expense of renovating exist-
ing structures while they struggle to 
make ends meet week in and week out. 
While homeowners continue to struggle 
with onerous regulations, the issue of 
water quality is also a major concern 
for Key West and the entire Keys. The 
Florida Keys serve as the entry point 
to Everglades National Park. It’s sur-
rounded by the National Marine Sanc-
tuary as well as one of the largest and 
most vibrant coral reef systems in the 
world. This is an area of national treas-
ure; and as such, ensuring the cleanli-
ness of the waters surrounding these 
important ecosystems should be a na-
tional concern. Since being elected to 
represent the Florida Keys in 2002, I 
have fought hard to bring Federal fund-
ing from Washington to the Florida 
Keys for its wastewater project. To 
date, the area has received more than 
$35 million in congressionally appro-
priated dollars. I am pleased to note 
that construction has already started 
throughout the Florida Keys. And yes, 
while more Federal funding is needed, I 
am thankful for the commitment made 
by Florida Keys residents and the 
elected officials to utilize existing Fed-
eral funds in the near term. The Flor-
ida Keys is an area of great beauty, but 
we must be aware that even in para-
dise, people go through struggles and 
through hard times. These hardships 
take many faces: an individual on the 
brink of homelessness, a homeowner 
who is unable to obtain flood insurance 
due to a downstairs enclosure, or a 
community worrying about the cleanli-
ness of their water supply. These are 
some of the daily trials and tribu-
lations that Keys residents sometimes 
face off of Duval Street. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for the 
time. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. JONES addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

DENOUNCING THE ATTACK ON 
CAMP ASHRAF 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. DIAZ- 
BALART) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I rise to condemn 
the brutal attack on the residents of 
Camp Ashraf, Iranian exiles, by the 
Iraqi police forces. Yesterday I learned 
that Iraqi police forces are beating un-
armed Camp Ashraf residents and that 
they have been brutally assaulting 
them. I have been informed that this 
attack has resulted in at least eight 
deaths and over 400 injuries. This beat-
ing of unarmed men and women is des-
picable, and my understanding is that 
the unjustifiable attack is still under-
way. 

These Iranian exiles are unarmed 
today because they voluntarily surren-
dered their weapons to United States 
forces in exchange for a U.S. guarantee 
of their security in 2003. They are pro-
tected persons under Article 27 of the 
Fourth Geneva Convention. The attack 
on these unarmed persons violates not 
only international law but also basic 
human rights. The European Par-
liament, Amnesty International and 
other international organizations have 
expressed deep concern about the safe-
ty of these Iranian exiles. Further-
more, when United States forces with-
drew from Camp Ashraf, the United 
States and Iraq signed an agreement 
that the Iraqi Government would guar-
antee their safety. The Iraqi Govern-
ment is not keeping its promise, and it 
is not upholding its obligations under 
international law. 

The Iranian dictatorship’s finger-
prints are all over this attack. The 
residents of Camp Ashraf are enemies 
of the Iranian regime. Camp Ashraf 
residents have been a vital source of in-
telligence information on the Iranian 
regime’s nuclear, chemical and biologi-
cal weapons programs and other impor-
tant intelligence information. As a re-
sult, the Iranian regime, under the di-
rection of the tyrannical so-called Su-
preme Leader, is putting immense 
pressure on the Iraq Government to 
hand over the Iranian exiles in Camp 
Ashraf. In a meeting on February 28 of 
this year, the Supreme Leader urged 
the Iraqi president to expel the Iranian 
exiles at Camp Ashraf immediately. 

This incursion by Iraqi forces appears 
to be an ugly attempt by the Iraqi Gov-
ernment to appease the Iranian regime. 
They may even return these exiles to 
Iran. That would be a condemnable and 
cowardly act. In a public statement on 
August 28, 2008, Amnesty International 
expressed profound concern that those 

Iranian exiles would suffer torture and 
even death if they were forced to re-
turn. And as we’ve seen since the sham 
election on June 12 of this year, the 
Iranian dictatorship’s deep hatred of 
those who oppose its cruelty and re-
pression would mean almost certain 
death for the Iranian exiles and their 
families if they are repatriated to Iran. 
We must do everything in our power to 
prevent such an atrocity from taking 
place. 

Already, the Congressional Iran 
Human Rights and Democracy Caucus, 
the chairman and ranking member of 
the House Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs, the European Parliament’s 
Friends of a Free Iran, the European 
Parliament’s International Committee 
in Search of Justice and others have 
expressed deep concern over the treat-
ment of Camp Ashraf residents at the 
hands of the Iraqi Government. Today 
Iranian Americans from around the 
United States have begun a hunger 
strike at the White House to demand 
that these attacks be stopped, that ab-
ducted Camp Ashraf residents be re-
turned and that international groups 
such as the United Nations and the Red 
Cross who want to be able to get into 
Camp Ashraf be permitted to do so. 

I call on President Obama to demand 
that the Iraqi Government imme-
diately put an end to this attack. We 
must not stand by and allow physical 
aggression against unarmed Iranians in 
exile. We must stand with the Iranian 
pro-democracy activists, both in exile 
and inside Iran, who work for the day 
when the people of Iran can live free, 
free from fear and free from oppression. 
We must ensure that the protection 
that the Iranian exiles were promised 
by the United States is given to them 
and that this aggression cease. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. MORAN of Kansas addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

DO NOT CUT THE PRODUCTION OF 
F–22 AIRCRAFT SHORT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. The Obama ad-
ministration and Secretary Gates have 
gone to great lengths to say that they 
want to stop the production of the F–22 
for the Air Force. I have made a mis-
take. I have to admit, I have been read-
ing some of the blogs on the comment 
board, and I am amazed at some of the 
shallow analysis of this particular deci-
sion. So since tomorrow we are going 
to be debating and discussing the De-
fense appropriations bill, I would like 
to take just a few moments today and 
simply talk about this issue, the F–22 
and the Air Force, along four areas. 
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One is the military necessity for this 
plane; two and three are the ways we 
keep our air superiority, both by tech-
nology and the number of planes we 
have; and then finally, the priorities 
and what it says about this particular 
Nation. 

Two years ago the military was 
unanimous when they came before our 
committees and said that we need 381 
F–22s and that 250 put us at a moderate 
risk. Now today Secretary Gates will 
tell us we only need 187, not the 381 
planes. One has to ask, what has 
changed? Has the threat this Nation 
faces changed? Or is it simply the po-
litical climate that may have changed? 
In the last 15 years, there have been 30 
independent separate studies, all of 
which say the same thing: 243 is the 
minimum number of F–22s we need; and 
at that, our air superiority faces a 
moderate risk. Air Combat Command 
General Corley has written a letter 
saying he needs at least 243 planes, F– 
22s, and that his command was not con-
sulted when the decision to cap at 187 
was actually made. The Air National 
Guard General Wyatt has also written 
a letter to our colleagues in the Sen-
ate, saying he needs at least 243 to 250 
F–22s. General Schwartz, Chief of the 
Air Force, has already publicly stated 
that 243 is the minimum we need; and 
when asked in front of our committee, 
Is 187, that particular number, a mili-
tary decision of what we need or is it 
the political decision of what we can 
afford?, he simply said, It is what we 
think we can afford. 

The bottom line is that nowhere has 
there been any study conducted to say 
that 187 is the correct number. In fact, 
that number has been contradicted. 
General Corley of Air Combat Com-
mand clearly said that with 187, the 
Air Combat Command could not fulfill 
its air force function. Is this a military 
decision? Does the military still want 
the F–22? And the answer is clearly, 
yes. Secretary Gates does not want the 
F–22. The 187 F–22s is a political, not a 
military, number; and the House, who 
has already voted to maintain the 
higher number should not back off in 
relationship to what the Senate has 
particularly done. 

Let me go also to this concept of air 
superiority. The United States has had 
air superiority since the Korean War, 
and there are two aspects of that: tech-
nology as well as the numbers that we 
have. I hate to say this, but before I 
came to Congress, there were air games 
that the United States engaged in with 
the Air Force of India. We used F–15s. 
We didn’t use everything at our dis-
posal; but the only reason we won 
those air games is because of the abil-
ity of our pilots, not because we have 
the technology to do it. The tech-
nology level of the United States, as 
good as the 15 and the 16 airplanes 
are—which are 30 years old—is that we 
still have the same technology advan-
tage as a third-world Air Force. The F– 
22 moves us forward in that technology 
debate. However, just having the tech-

nology doesn’t work if you don’t have 
the numbers. The Russians are already 
building their fifth generation, and 
they are scheduled to build about 600 of 
their next-generation fighters. They 
will only keep about 350 for them-
selves. You have to ask the logical 
question, What will they do with the 
others? They will sell them. And where 
will they go? The bidders right now are 
countries like Venezuela and Iran, 
countries that are not necessarily 
friends of ours, but countries that 
could become a problem with this new 
generation of fighter that they buy 
from the Russians. 

We have been told that the F–35 is 
enough for what we need. However, the 
F–35 is not a replacement for the F–22. 
And the problem is, we won’t even get 
an F–35 under the best of cir-
cumstances before the year 2014, and 
there is some indication that it may be 
the year 2016 before that takes place. 
We are in a situation where this admin-
istration clearly puts $5 billion in pro-
grams like ACORN but doesn’t want to 
put $2 billion to continue the produc-
tion of the F–22, vital to the defense of 
this particular country. 

Is this plane expensive? Yes. Is this 
plane militarily required? Yes. Is it 
useless? No. Is it a Cold War element? 
Well, actually, almost everything we 
have is a Cold War element. We just 
simply try to improve them as time 
goes on. What we are dealing with now, 
Mr. Speaker, is simply the concept 
that we are dealing with what we need 
in the next 15 to 20 years. And in that 
particular situation, the F–22 is what 
we need for the future defense of this 
country. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2749, FOOD SAFETY EN-
HANCEMENT ACT OF 2009 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, from the 
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 111–235) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 691) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2749) to 
amend the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act to improve the safety of 
food in the global market, and for 
other purposes, which was referred to 
the House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE ANNIVERSARY 
OF THE ENACTMENT OF MED-
ICAID AND MEDICARE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SCHAUER). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. DAVIS) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
as we continue with the debate sur-
rounding health reform, I wish to take 
a moment to recognize the anniversary 
of the enactment of Medicare and Med-
icaid into law. Since July 30, 1965, when 
Lyndon Johnson signed the bill cre-
ating these fundamental health initia-
tives, these two programs have evolved 

together to reliably meet the demands 
of aging and medically vulnerable 
Americans who may not have had ac-
cess to medical attention otherwise. 
Medicare and Medicaid currently pro-
vide a lifeline to over 100 million Amer-
icans. In my district, I can attest that 
Medicare and Medicaid serve as an in-
dispensable safety net for many con-
stituents. The Seventh Congressional 
District of Illinois includes some of the 
most medically underserved commu-
nities in America. Census data show 
that 24 percent of families and 44 per-
cent of children under 18 live below the 
poverty line. In fact, some commu-
nities on Chicago’s west side experi-
ence infant mortality rates comparable 
with third-world countries. In the 
State of Illinois, 14 percent of all resi-
dents are enrolled in Medicare and 19 
percent in Medicaid. Clearly these gov-
ernment health programs provide vital 
health care coverage to Illinoisians 
when almost one-fifth of the State is 
covered by Medicaid and one-sixth by 
Medicare. Indeed, Illinois’ mothers and 
children are the biggest beneficiaries of 
Medicaid. This Federal program fi-
nances 40 percent of total births in Illi-
nois and helps ensure that over 1 mil-
lion children in Illinois receive access 
to affordable health care. It is this 
commitment to our citizens that drives 
Congress to work actively for com-
prehensive health reform. We must pro-
vide a public option within that re-
form. Further, we must continue to 
support and expand community health 
centers as outstanding deliverers of 
primary care. These providers are prov-
en to reap solid benefits to our pa-
tients, communities, and State and 
local governments in terms of effi-
ciency. For example, Medicaid bene-
ficiaries relying on health centers for 
usual care were 19 percent less likely 
to use the emergency department than 
Medicaid beneficiaries using outpatient 
and office-based physicians for usual 
care. Overall, health centers save the 
health care system between $9.9 billion 
and $17.6 billion annually, a figure that 
will grow. 

I acknowledge the tremendous step 
that Lyndon B. Johnson took 44 years 
ago when he signed the Medicare and 
Medicaid bills into law as titles XVIII 
and XIX of the Social Security Act. We 
must continue to make use of these 
programs because they have served us 
well and will continue to do so. 

f 

b 1815 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 
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